Comments on PLH personal FBI file documents, rec'd from HW 3/20/79 


PLH A/3/79 


Most of these documents are new to me. However, there does not seem 
to be any item which the FBI should have sent to me earlier but failed to. 

At my request, they did not send documents from the 0g&KZH?EK LHO and WC 
files, just references. Bob Ranftel is sending the documents, but I don't 
have them yet . 

One striking thing is that Hoover's description of me as a "smear artist" 
keeps getting repeated in later memos. I guess the function of that repetition 
is so that all concerned can tell kfck that I'm on Hoover's enemies list. 

I would be curious to compare these documents with the FBI's responses 
to FOIA requests from others - both people like Harold, who must have been 
driving them up the wall, and people like Emory Brown, who probably g ± gave 
them less reason to get upset. 

The FBI seems to have consistently taken the position that they don't 
want to release anything, but if there is no specific reason for withholding 
a given item, it's up to the Department to decide. The split between the Bureau 
and the Department is clear, but probably doesn't reflect how strongly people 
may have felt about handling these requests. 

Some of the requests in this batch were things I hex expected to be 
provocative - e.g. , requests for officially withheld documents which were 
published as E0 CE's. If people caught on to what I was doing, they didn't 
record their opinions in these memos. E.g., my requests for intercepted mail 
seem to have provoked no special curiousity about my kshke sources of information. 
When I asked for the original interview of Ed Butler, based on what I still 
think is clear evidence that it existed (from the existence of what is obviously 
a supplemental interview), they just denied that there was another interview; 
if anyone agreed with my analysis, he didn't write it down for Hoover to read! 

Similarly, if anyone understood why it mattered whether the Quigley copy 
of the Lamont pamphlet had 5AA Camp St. on it, they didn't spell it out. 

I guess I had hopes that sks someone in the Justice Department might get 
turned on to some of the substantive ?.ssxek issues raised by my requests. Again, 
there is no written indication that Skk that ever happened. 

As discussed in my earlier memo, I do suspect that the N.O. office knew 
that the Core copy of the Lamont paasxpiqs. pamphlet was sensitive, and may have 
Ek been withholding info from HH H0 on this. 

I'm a little surprised that they interviewed £ Quiroga to get hr his okay 
to release the interview of him. Even thought I kkks had figured out that he 
was the subject of those withheld pages in CD 75, they could have stonewalled me. 
These dHeumsBii: documents don't explain why they went to him. 

I rather like the KSKman suggestion by LW (L. Whitson) on p. 2 of 
105-82555-5665 (6/1/71), a letter for Hoover's signature to the Deputy A.G. : 

"It is suggested that Mr. Hoch be told that he should limit his requests to 
material that has been released for public disclosure." Far out! 

(I suspect what he may have meant is that I shouldn't request review of 
stuff that had already been reviewed, and was withheld. But I don't think 
I was told that either.] 


cc: HW 



